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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

This Office Action fully acknowledges Applicant's remarks filed on November 
17 th , 2006. Claims 1-60 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-60 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1-60 recite that the spring levers are 
distributed around the circumference of the cover, however the cover is recited as 
comprising an inlet, which does not establish a shape with a circumference. As such 
the Examiner will interpret the claims to not be limited to circular covers. 

I 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be .entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 36, 48-50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Stanchfield (6,054, 1 00). 

Stanchfield discloses a filtration apparatus 10 that has a skirt 26, which provides 
a site for the independently releasable attachment of the upper and lower covers 14, 16 
to the block 12 (abstract). Stanchfield discloses that pairs of lockable latches or clips 66 
and 68 are present upon each of the outer and end surfaces (56&57, 62&63). 
Stanchfield discloses that when the covers are positioned on the block 12, these clips 
are situated so as to be in vertical alignment with the cutouts 37 that are present in the 
skirt 26 (lines 27-40, col. 10, figs. 1-2). Examiner asserts that the skirt and block body 
22 constitute the bottom part as claimed in claim 1 such that the flaps from the cover 14 
(apertures 70) releaseably attach to the cutouts of the bottom part. Further the block 
body includes an array of reaction wells 24 (fitted with filter disks), each having an inlet 
portion 38 and an outlet spout 40 (outlet of the bottom part) (lines 15-67, col. 7, figs. 1- 
3). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 2-6, 16-18, 28-31,36, 48-54, and 57-60 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hering (3,085,689) in view of Bresolin (5,474,674) 
and in view of Taylor (4,91 5,831 ). 

Hering discloses a filter assembly, which includes an inlet housing 16 and outlet 
housing 18 which are connected together by a quickly detachable connecting means 
20, consisting of lugs 20a and cooperating, upwardly and laterally projecting cam lugs 
20b(spring levers upwardly projecting from the circumference of cover 16 and laterally 
shown given surface 32) (lines 44-49, col. 2, fig. 4; lines 1-11, col. 3). Hering also 
discloses the outlet housing is provided with six lugs 20a (lugs and cams comprise six 
spring levers), which are placed radially around the housing wall, and which mate with 
the cam lugs 20b by turning and telescoping the housings 16 and 18 to bring the 
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housings together in a locked engagement (lines 70-72, col. 2; Iines1-10, col. 3, fig. 4). 
Hering also discloses an annual sealing ring 50 and a clamping ring 57, which engages 
an inner shelf 62 (disk-shaped supporting medium) (which includes a plurality of ribs 48) 
of the annular gasket 50 and clamps the periphery 64 of the filter medium 38 (lines 20- 
30, col. 3; lines 18-21, col.4, fig 3 & 4). 

Hering does not disclose levers for the releasable connecting of the cover to the 
bottom. 

Bresolin discloses a filtration device, which comprises lever hooks 27 for coupling 
the lid 3 to the device 1 , which are arranged in angularly equidistant positions. Bresolin 
discloses that each hook is formed by an arm 28 which is mounted on a vertical pivot 29 
and each pivot has an eccentric protrusion 30 that is suitable to fit, by rotating through 
approximately 90 degrees, in a complementary shaped seat 31 (lines 16-29, col. 4, figs. 
1-6; lines 17-67, col. 6). 

Taylor discloses a filter assembly with a spring driven plunger supported by the 
cover, including at least one detent, so as to prevent inadvertent disengagement of the 
cartridge from the head while the plunger is engaged, and also allowing for replacement 
of the cartridge by lifting the plunger before rotating the cartridge (abstract). Taylor 
discloses that the known cam and lug (securing tabs) engaging/disengaging mechanism 
(such as the mechanism used in Hering) for the cover and bottom has the problem of 
inadvertent twisting and disengagement of the elements (abstract, columns 1 and 2, fig 

1)- 
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It would have been obvious to modify the Hering device to include levers for 
releasably connecting the cover to the bottom such as taught by Bresolin and Taylor in 
order to provide means for detachably coupling both elements while avoiding 
inadvertent disengagement of the two. 

Claims 7, 19, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hering in view of Bresolin and in view of Taylor as applied to claims 1, 2-6, 16-18, 
28-31 ,36, 48-54, and 57-60 and in further view of Sklar (5,308,483). 

Hering/Bresolin/Taylor do not specifically disclose a porous supporting body for 
the filter membrane. 

Sklar discloses a microporous filtration funnel assembly that includes a filter pad 
36 made of cellulose (porous), which supports a filter membrane (lines 14-16, col. 3, 
line 35, col. 4, fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to modify the Hering/Bresolin/Taylor device to 
include a porous supporting body for the filter, such as taught by Sklar such as to 
provide the filter with sufficient support so as to maintain its shape. 

Claims 8-15, 20-27, 33-35, 37-47, and 55-56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hering in view of Bresolin and in view of Taylor and 
in view of Sklar as applied to claims 1 , 2-7, 16-19, 28-32, 36, 48-54, and 57-60 and in 
further view of Spence (4,783, 321 ). 
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Hering/Bresolin/Taylor/Sklar do not disclose a filter membrane with a lateral 
tongue. Spence discloses an assembly with filter paper 20, having tabs 32 to provide 
for quick and easy removal of the installed paper (lines 33-43, col. 2, fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious to modify the Hering/Bresolin/Taylor/Sklar device to 
include filter paper with tabs such as taught by Spence so as to provide a filter 
membrane that could be easily engaged so as to remove the installed filter membrane. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 


Application/Control Number: 10/783,988 


Page 8 


Art Unit: 1743 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neil Turk whose telephone number is 571-272-8914. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jill Warden can be reached on 571-272-1267. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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